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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1, 3-6, 8-22 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Struble (6,745,253). 

Regarding claim 1, Struble discloses a wireless communication device 104 
comprising: a search means; a control means; and a detection means, wherein the 
search means searches for a peripheral device 102 when the detection means detects 
that the peripheral device 102 is likely to be utilized by the wireless communication 
device 104 and the detection means detects a predetermined condition indicating the 
likelihood of a request to utilize the peripheral device 102 by a user of the wireless 
communication device 104 before the user makes the request (See figs. 1, 2, 3A, 3B 
and col. 3 line 34 to col. 4 line 33), and the control means sets a flag according to the 
availability of the peripheral device 102 and thereafter awaits a user's selection of a 
command corresponding to the set flag (See figs. 1 , 2, 3A, 3B and col. 4 line 34 to col. 5 
line 8). 
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Claim 6 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 1 , as method. 

Claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 1 , as apparatus. 

Regarding claim 3, Struble discloses as cited in claim 1 . Struble further discloses 
a user interface, wherein the user interface provides an option to utilize the peripheral 
device 102, only if a peripheral device 102 is found (See figs. 3A, 3B and col. 4 lines 43- 
54). 

Claim 8 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 3, as method. 

Claim 24 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 3, as apparatus. 

Regarding claim 4, Struble discloses as cited in claim 3, Struble further discloses 
the peripheral device 102 is not utilized merely because the detection means detects 
the predetermined condition (See figs 3A, 3B and col. 4 lines 28-33). 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 4, as method. 

Claim 25 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 4, as apparatus. 

Regarding claim 5, Struble discloses as cited in claim 4. Struble further discloses 
a locating means; and a route determination means, wherein the locating means locates 
a local wireless network and subsequently locates a peripheral device 102, and the 
route determination means determines a route through the network from the wireless 
communication device 104 to the peripheral device 102 (See figs. 1, 3A, 3B and col. 4 
line 12 to col. 5 line 8). 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 5, as method. 

Claim 26 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 5, as apparatus. 
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Regarding claims 11 and 13, Struble discloses as cited in claim 5. Struble further 
discloses the wireless communication device 104 and the peripheral device 102 uses 
radio frequency communication wherein the radio frequency communication uses 
Bluetooth technology (See fig. 2 and col. 3 lines 5-15). 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 1 1 , as method. 

Regarding claim 14, Struble discloses as cited in claim 1 1 . Struble further 
discloses the communication between the peripheral device 102 and the wireless 
communication device 104 is on a second network and a first network is used for the 
wireless communication device 104 to communicate with other wireless communication 
device (See col. 2 lines 45-52). 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 14, as method. 

Regarding claim 16, Struble discloses as cited in claim 11. Struble further 
discloses the wireless communication device is a mobile phone (See col. 2 lines 45-52). 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 16, as method. 

Regarding claim 18, Struble discloses as cited in claim 16. Struble further 
discloses the detection that a peripheral device 102 is likely to be utilized occurs when a 
data file is accessed on the wireless communication device 104 (See fig. 3A and col. 3 
line 57 to col. 4 line 11). 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 18, as method. 

Regarding claim 20, Struble discloses as cited in claim 5. Struble further 
discloses the peripheral device 102 is a printer (See fig. 1 and col. 4 lines 55-58). 

Claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 20, as method. 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Yahiro (2002/0037745); Bodenmann et al. 95,881 ,366); Law et al. 
(6,792,247). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3-6, 8-22 and 24-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7858. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 10:00AM-6:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To can be reached on (571) 272-7629. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Tuan Tran 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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